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U.S. Application No. 10/829,471 

REMARKS 

Applicants thank the Examiner for discussing the instant Application with Applicants' 
representative (the undersigned) via teleconference. During the teleconference, it was the 
undersigned's understanding that amending the independent claims as shown herein would place 
this Application in immediate condition for allowance. 

Applicants note that this Amendment also includes the changes to the claim set, and the 
arguments included in. the January 19. 2006 Amendment, which was not entered (see February 
10. 2006 Advisory Action). 

Status of the Application 

Claims 1-23 are all the claims pending in the Application, as claim 24 is hereby cancelled 

without prejudice or disclaimer. Claims 1-24 stand rejected. 

Claims 1, 6, 7, 9, 12 and 14 are amended herein in an editorial and clarifying manner. As 
these amendments are merely editorial in nature, Applicants submit that no estoppel applies. 

Indefiniteness Rejection 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-24 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as 

allegedly being indefinite. Specifically, the Examiner alleges that: (1) in claims 1, 8-1 1 and 18, 

"ones of the" is not clear; (2) line 4 of claim 6 is redundant in view of line 2 of claim 6; (3) there 

is incorrect antecedent basis in claims 9 and 1 1; and (4) there it a typographical error in claim 12. 

Regarding item (1), Applicants respectfully submit that the recitation of "ones of is 

clear, and reads on (in the case of independent claim 1) a configuration in which two or more of 

the edge elements define a first dimple. Further, Applicants respectfully submit that the 
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Examiner has not indicated why one of ordinary skill in the art would not understand the 
recitation of "ones of in claims 1, 8-1 1 and 18, as is required by MPEP § 2173.02. 

Regarding item (2), while the recitation of "edges . . . define the dimples/' and "first 
dimples are defined by ones of the plurality of edge elements" is fully supported by the 
Application as filed, Applicants hereby amend the independent claims to more simply recite the 
"edge elements" according to the agreement reached during the above-noted teleconference with 
the Examiner. 

Regarding item (3), Applicants hereby amend claims 9 and 1 1 to provide correct 
antecedent basis. 

Regarding item (4), Applicants hereby amend claim 12 to correct the typographical error 

therein. 

In view of the above, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of this rejection. 

Anticipation Rejection 

The Examiner has rejected 18-23 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated 

by Ogg (US 6,290,615; hereinafter "Ogg"). 

Applicants hereby amend independent claim 18 to include the features of dependent 
claim 24, which is not rejected in view of Ogg. 

Thus, this rejection is believed to be moot, and Applicants respectfully request that it be 
withdrawn. 
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Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1-23 are allowable. 
Thus, it is respectfully submitted that the application now is in condition for allowance with all 
of the claims 1-23. 

If any points remain in issue which the Examiner feels may be best resolved through a 
personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is kindly requested to contact the undersigned at 
the telephone number listed below. 

Please charge any fees which may be required to maintain the pendency of this 
application, except for the Issue Fee, to our Deposit Account No. 19-4880. 



Respectfully submitted, 




2100 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20037-3213 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 



Timothy P. Cremen 
Registration No. 50,855 



Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 



WASHINGTON OFFICE 



23373 



CUSTOMER NUMBER 



Date: March 20, 2006 
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